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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Receipt of Applicant's Amendment, filed 22 August 2007, is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Livowsky; Jean-Michel (US 6598039 B1) in view of Crandall et al. ("Crandall")(US. 
Patent 6,321 ,228 B1). 

Regarding claim 1 , Livowsky teaches a computer network having a plurality of 
interconnected computer resources, the computer network having associated with it a 
data repository that includes a plurality of data items in electronic format distributed 
widely among the interconnected computer resources, a method of locating portions of 
the electronic data in the data repository based on a search query (col. 2, lines 44-51), 
comprising: 

a) . processing the search query to determine at least one meaning 
associated with the search query (col. 2, lines 33-43; col. 4, lines 44-48); and 

b) . locating the portions of the electronic data based on the determined 



Application/Control Number: 10/517,738 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2164 

meaning and in accordance with a context ascribed to the determined meaning with 
reference to meanings associated with previous data, located in response to previous 
search queries (col. 3, lines 54-57; col. 7, lines 62-64; col. 9, lines 11-15); and 

c). conveying a result of the located data portions to a user (col. 3, lines 57- 

58). 

Livowsky does not explicitly teach b). "meanings associated with previous 
result data". 

Crandall, however, meanings associated with previous result data (col. 6, lines 
44-48), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
Crandall's teaching would have allowed Livowsky' s to reduce the number of 
searches conducted by the users by sharing the results which contain web sites that 
are related to a specific topic as the search query by enabling the users to access 
selected records from results set that are derived from earlier search queries on the 
same topic. 

Regarding claims 2, 3, and 8, Livowsky does not explicitly teach the 

steps of: 

a), previous result data is organized in a particular manner to ascribe the 
context to the determined meaning; and 

b). the locating step includes, based on the particular manner of organization, 



Application/Control Number: 10/517,738 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2164 

comparing the determined meaning to the meanings associated with previous result 
data. 

Crandall, however, teaches the steps of: 

a), previous result data is organized in a particular manner to ascribe the 
context to the determined meaning (col. 6, lines 44-48); and 

b). the locating step includes, based on the particular manner of organization, 
comparing the determined meaning to the meanings associated with previous result 
data (col. 5, line 65 - col. 6, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
Crandall's teaching would have allowed Livowsky's to reduce the number of searches 
conducted by the users by sharing the results which contain web sites that are related 
to a specific topic as the search query by enabling the users to access selected records 
from results set that are derived from earlier search queries on the same topic. 

Regarding claims 4, 5, and 10, Livowsky does not explicitly teach maintaining 
a store of the meanings associated with the previous result data, organized in the 
particular manner. 

Crandall, however, teaches maintaining a store of the meanings associated 
with the previous result data, organized in the particular manner (col. 6, lines 44-63 
and col. 7, lines 16-18). 
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Regarding claim 6, Livowsky does not explicitly teach wherein the order of 
comparing is based at least in part on a relative frequency with which the previous 
result data has been accessed. 

Crandall, however, teaches wherein the order of comparing is based at least in 
part on a relative frequency with which the previous result data has been accessed 
(col. 6, lines 64-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
Crandall's teaching would have allowed Livowsky's to track and rank the activities 
performed on the associated web site by increasing a score associated with a 
bookmarked web page. 

Regarding claim 7, Livowsky further teaches the steps of: 

a) , search query is by a particular user (col. 2, lines 26-28); 

b) . the previous search queries include search queries by users other than 
the particular user (col. 6, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 9, Livowsky does not explicitly teach the steps of: 

a) , the method further includes maintaining a pointer store that includes at 
least one entry pointing to a store of previous result data; and 

b) . the locating step includes initially locating the store of previous result data 
based on the pointer store. 
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Crandall, however, teaches the steps of: 

a) , the method further includes maintaining a pointer store that includes at 
least one entry pointing to a store of previous result data (col. 8, lines 13-27); and 

b) . the locating step includes initially locating the store of previous result data 
based on the pointer store (col. 8, lines 13-27). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Livowsky does not explicitly teach the steps of: 
the maintaining step includes, when a particular previous result data is located 
based on the search query, organizing the previous result data to influence the 
prominence with which the located particular previous result data affects the ascription 
of context. 

Crandall, however, teaches the maintaining step includes, when a particular 
previous result data is located based on the search query, organizing the previous 
result data to influence the prominence with which the located particular previous 
result data affects the ascription of context (col. 8, lines 13-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
Crandall's teaching would have allowed Livowsky's to track and rank the activities 
performed on the associated web site by increasing a score associated with a 
bookmarked web page. 

Regarding claims 12 and 13, Livowsky does not explicitly teach the steps of: 
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the previous result data are co-accessible by a plurality of users presenting 
search queries; and in the maintaining step, the organizing step is executed based on 
the particular previous result data located based on the search queries presented by 
the plurality of users 

Crandall, however, teaches the steps of: 

the previous result data are co-accessible by a plurality of users presenting 
search queries; and in the maintaining step, the organizing step is executed based on 
the particular previous result data located based on the search queries presented by 
the plurality of users (col. 6, lines 44-63; col. 8, lines 13-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
Crandall's teaching would have allowed Livowsky's to share the results which 
contain web sites that are related to a specific topic as the search query by enabling 
the users to access selected records from results set that are derived from earlier 
search queries on the same topic. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leslie Wong whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4120. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 9:30am - 6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, CHARLES RONES can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Leslie Wong 

Primary Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2164 



LW 

October 26, 2007 



